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hardt makes the change,8 so I have not thought it necessary to adhere to it, but only to show it in the opening paragraph.
The only remark that seems to be necessary with regard to the second part of this manuscript is that Weissenborn7 argues from the continued allusion by Leibniz to the desirability of forming tables of curves whose quadratures may be derived from those of others, especially the conic sections, (starting with the manuscript of November, 1675, where Weissenborn states that it is first hinted), that Leibniz had probably either seen or heard of the Cata-logus curvarum ad corneas sectiones relatarum of Newton. The point is that Weissenborn seems to have missed the clear reference to the reduction of curves to those of the second degree, in this manuscript of October, 1675. It may of course be just possible that G. 1855, *n which this MS. appears, was not at Weissenborn's hand at the time that he wrote, for Weissenborn's book was published in 1856.
With regard to the third part, it will be found in the original Latin that Leibniz, after apparently starting with perfect clearness, gets rather into a muddle toward the end. This is however only apparent, being partly due to an inaccurate figure, and partly to what I am convinced is an error of transcription. This incorrect sentence makes Leibniz write apparently absolute nonsense; but if a correction is made according to the suggestion in the footnote, and reference is made to the corrected diagram that I have added on the right of the figure of Leibniz, as given by Gerhardt, then the proof given by Leibniz reads perfectly smoothly and sensibly.
fl Gerhardt has a footnote to the effect that, as nearly as possible he has retained the, exact form of this and the manuscripts that immediately follow; except in trie matter of this one sign I have adhered to the form given by Leibniz.
7 Weissenborn, Principien der hoheren Analysis, Halle, 1856.